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perties of a complex which is made up of
elements themselves not rational, not intelligent,
not conscious,

Note, The doctrine here expounded appears
to have been arrived at independently by many
persons; as was natural, seeing that it is (or
seems to me) a necessary consequence of recent
advances in the theory of perception. Kant1
threw out a suggestion that the Ding-an-sich
might be of the nature of mind; but the first
statement of the doctrine in its true connection
that I know of is by Wundt Since it dawned
on me, some time ago, I have supposed myself
to find it more or less plainly hinted in many
writings ; but the question is one in which it is
peculiarly difficult to make out precisely what
another man means, and even what one means
one's self.

Some writers ($.g. Dr. Tyndall) have used
the word matter to mean the phenomenon plus
the reality represented ; and there are many
reasons in favour of such usage in general.
But for the purposes of the present discussion
I have thought it clearer to use the word for the
phenomenon as distinguished from the thing-in-
itself.

1 \Krilik tfer rtintn I'ernwtft, pp. 287-8, ed. Rosenkranz.
Wundt's statement is in the concluding paragraphs of Grund&ttge
derpkytwlogiseheM JPsycholegit. Compare too Hiiekel, "Zellseelen
mid Secicnsccilen," in ftevtscfa Kwnl*fkaKt July 1878, vol. xvi.
p, 40,]